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Hin ^ 0^ "irRft vr 

rwr 'JO ipi 

Sepunte Paging is gtven to this Pn^ In older that It may he filed as a 

separate compilation 

^TPT H—3—(111) 

PART H— Section 3— Sub'Section (111) 


(if*r TiftT ofw wwnff bitt stKI ftw? »n? «ntsr srtr srfiiypnTnf 

Orders and Notificattons Issued by Central Authorities (other than Administrations of Union 

Territoiles) 


htot ftmfsw arnfbr 

^ 2 'ffr=rfr, 1937 

^TT^PT 

n,i :—I9fl5 it Jtt IT^ ftrjrTT TTm % 

irnJTTn’ pHfcjHH ^ 2 39 -'tPot' (^t.^.) ^ 

arr^r ^ ^ wm 3 ^/ 22 ^, 

^PTT sffWV, ^ , (*t^ 

mifW iTT^. nrftJT 10 1986 ^ 7(s/ 

^.!T,—^f^-.¥./e5'(4) ^ ffTTT ^ srfHPTfir^ TTferf^m, insi 
a'«fT ^TE^T ^FTITT nrr pTWf % m 

Vtf ^ TTpiTT ^ WFT ’rrfErfwT 

^ HTTf lo-’F ^ r-r^'f^n Pm m «rT; 

tift 51^ flTiT>T % 

Enff yiP^-^ T ^ P^i^ mr ’TiT 

if % x^TTTf 5^7 tt ^rfir^T^T Pr^jTr 

^ STT^ ; 

w ^ imW ^ IVr "FT inff ^ 

PT^JTiT FTfT % wfpr ft ttt ^ Pp 

JTTfVT 10 I98(-) % <rrt’^T % ^rJ^^rnr T?r TrmPiwr 

I; 


EFT:, ITF ^3FT ^rPfffmT ^ 0TTr 11 JtTT 

srarr Fppnrt ft inPr 57^ ^ft tt?zt wfivt hPtft: 'tt ftftF 
TtpRT Prx^ ^TT^Pa" 2 Fwft, 1987 ?t ^ I 

[#, 76/^,R'.-fF.Tr./85] 

ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
New Delhi, the 2nd February, 1987 
ORDER 

O.N, 24,—Whereas Shri SRtya Prakash Sonkar, B36/22-A, 
Brahman and Nagar Colony, Durga Kund. (Sankat Mochan) 
Varanasi, who was a contesting candidate for general elec¬ 
tion to the Utlar Pradesh Legislative Assembly held in 1985 
from 239-Chakia (SC) constituency, was disqualified by the 
Election Commission vide its Order No, 76jUP'LAl'85(4) 
dated the 10th June, 1986 under Section lOA of the Repro- 
sentation of the People Act, 1951 for the failure to lodge 
any account of his election expenses under the said Act 
and the rules made thereunder; 

And wberea^j, the said Shri Satya Prakash Sonkar has 
snbniittcd a petition before the Election CommlssioD 
praying for the removal of the disqualification imposed on 
him giving reasons for his failure to lodge the account of 
election expenses; 

And whereas, the Election Commission having taken into 
account the circumstances explained in the said petiion 
for his failure to lodge the account is of the view that 
the earlier order of 10th June, 1986 merits revision; 


1564 G1/S6—1 


(59) 
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N<yw, Ihweford* in exwciw of thcr powers conferrct^ 
section 11 of the faid Act» the Election Commission heicby 
removes the disqualJflcatlon imposed on Shri Satya Prakash 
Sonkar with effect from 2nd Februnry, 1987. 

[No, 761UP-LAI85] 

srr IT.25.—^rnfpr vr ft ^ptt 1985 

% 5t[ ftwT ^HTT % imnTf ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ PTTMfHf 

jtfT, 

irftrfWf, 19.SI wr ^ yrer 

irrt' "ftT »r ^Tftrr ^ wpt twt 

; 

erwT^rf it frw ^ tt ^ ^ iCRnfTOT 

^ trr *projr ^ ^ afrr k^iHn 

TTmW ^ ^mwm ^ fuT S' f% 'rrf ^ T?WTfTT ^ 
I^^tt fYf *TfW ^TTflT nr fifr 

fTf: JtTf, <TT^fpT 7^ ^rfuf^T^rPT W Crm 10-T % 

«?»pm ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 


ITT IWt vm ^ ftPOT TTITT ’Ttw pTTPT 'Tftf'I ^ 

^ ^ ^i^tT ^ nr^pst ^ -fR ^ ^rTTfTT- 

fftj ^ S I 

7 6/*T:^rf,-1^.>T./8fl/38 5] 

New Delhi, the 9th February, 1987 
ORDER 

O.N. 25,—Wlicreas the Election CommiKsian is satisfied 
that Shri La\mi Lalsing Dakappa, KcrehnlFi Tands, Shirhatti 
taluk, Karnataka, a contesting candidate for the General 
Election to the Karnataka Le^slatlve Assembly held in 
1985 from 186. Shirhatti constituency has failed to lodge 
the account in I he manper required by the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951 and the rules made thereunder; 

And, whereas, the said candidate has not furnished any 
reason or explanation for the said failure even after due 
notice and the Flection Commission is further satisfied that 
he has no good reason or iustificalion for the said failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares Shii Laxmi 
T.alsing Dakappa to be disqualified for being chosen as and 
for being n member of either House of Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or T.egislative Council of a State 
for a period of 3 years from the date of this order. 

[No. 76|KT*LA|86|385] 




26—^tr^fPr srrr wrtrpr fA ^ ftr rft^T ^ ( 2 ) rf ^ fiFT 

qft m^( 3) ^ Wife: ^ ^ 5«;t ( 4) ^ Wife ^ Ntm ^ irfM^rte^r wWm, 

1951 ^Jfnrr lyr^ fimf ffTTf ^ ( 5 ) WT IFT ^ ^ ^ 

<lR!r>fTT sflT TlWflTT ^ if TfT |; 

aiftT ^ ^ Tr ^ 7WTT ^ W *TT fit smr ^ f^^rr ^ f rt 

qt; ^ ^ ift, fex % rhr; ^ ^ nR fir tr ^ ^ «rrhf 

*TT RT i n Ife ft; 

«fi: fiv, PfqWr wfPT WT vfWm RRT 10 ^ % ^r ^ qfj- nR^fV ( 4 ) ^strfwff Tt ^ ?r 

fwV Kft ^ ^ in MV 7r»iT/n^ TpnT ^ Mr wt Mtt ^ sftr M qff frrfhi iV?fVn 

- ^ ^ ¥T^7TTf^ ^ ft I ‘ , 


^ MMTTfim'JT ^nrfPr/f^Ttinn MM ^ MW^ «rr^ C’MT tt ^ Pri{?it tt 

^, sfR ?tft aftr trfTT 


27 2 , uMnrrf Mr^mn ^ My 204— 

m-MWn 


273. ^ My .is— 

nMM 


iff. tT?T 

>ifr ifrfe^TTnv 
itM, 

5. ^ ^ CtT, 
fiTTiRpTr ^FR, 
TTffTn-10001 7 
rUT. wn‘55fRiT; 

*-^V n'TnRT^TT, 

HTt, ^KpaMmRiT 
^VfTTFf 


5 

MMf HFflf *Fr twr ^ 
wMn ^ n^fftrr ^ 
ifTT^ ir xrwm 7ft » 




[n, 70/?T. ^f./86(272-273)] 

vr^ 

Tfl*. n;iT. 7^51, nfMf 





[^THT II—3 (Hi)] 


($1 


«Tn^?CTTT^J'j;TW^j28, 18b7/'KI^ 9, 1909 


ORDER 

O.N. 26.—Whereas the Electioa C!ommissioii is Syatisfled 
that each of the contesting candidates specified in column 
(4) of the Table below at the bye-elections as specified in 
column (2) and held from the constituency Specified in 
column (3) against his name has failed to lodge any account 
of his election expenses, within the time and in the manner 
as shown in column (5) of the said Table as required by 
the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules 
made thereunder; 

And, whereas, the sakl candidates have cither not furnished 


any reason or explanation for the said failure even after 
due notice or the Election Cortunission, after considering the 
representation made by therm if any, is satisfied that they 
have no good reason or justification for the ^Id failure: 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act. the Election Commission hereby declares tbc persons 
specified in column (4) of the Table below to be disqualified 
for being chosen as, and for being a member of cither 
House of the Parliament or of the Legislative AsseraWy or 
Legislative Council of a Slate for a period of 3 years from 
the date of this Order 


TABLE 


SI. Particulars of clcctiou 

No. 

S. No. and name of 
constituency 

Name of candidate 

Reason for disquallflcatioa 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

272, Byc-olction to the Tamil - 
Nadu Legislative Assembly 

204.—Aruppukkottai 

S/Shri G. Muthurkrishnan 

S/0 Godvindasamy, 
Aunapoorani Garden, 

No. 5, Cart track Road, 
Thiyagaraya Nagar. 
Madras“600 017. 

Account not lodged in time 
and in the manner. 

273. Bye-election to the House 
of the People-Tamil Nadu 

38-"Tiruchcndur 

S. Alagusundaram, 

S/o Saminathan, 

3A. Keolaothasarafcu 
Koorainadu, 

Mailaduthurai, Tamil Nadu. 

-do- 


[No. 76/TN/86 (272-273)] 
By Order, 
C. L. ROSE, Secy. 


^ f^r, 5 

^ 27-—1950 (l950 ^ 

43 ) ^ niTT 13 ^ ^3TsrnT ( 1 ) anr fcifVitrt 

wiabij TPrri'i' ^ Ttrmfr ^ 

’trrt.tr,iT?r. % 

^ ^3^ ipT^ ^ ^ m 

fWftPT wrm % 1 

[#. l54/?n3TT^^/87] 

am. ft. w, 


New Delhi, the 5th February, 1957 

O.N. 27.—In exorcise of the pow'trf conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of section 13A of the Representation of the 
People Act, 1950 (43 of 1950), the Election Commission 
of India, in consultation with the Government of Nagaland 
hereby nominates Shri T. C. K. Lolha, IAS, Development 
Commissioner as the Chief Electoral Oflficcr for the State 
of Nagaland with effect from the date he takes over charge 
and until further orders vice Shri N. Jukhalu, IAS. 

(No. I54jNL|87J 
By order, 
R. P. BHALLA, Sfi&V- 


ni 9 1987 


28 mftn 'in' ?> ^ ^ ^ ( 2 ) f fnrR- wr % 

^iTtrR^ 1 985 % ■( 3 ) ir ^ ^ ( 4 ) f 

^ Tr«;7W %\ 

sfK ^ ^ ^ TC ^ Iff irW aiff ftfirT iff ffTTT 

f^ipT TT, ^ iTr7?t 5fr 3?rT iff? ffmSPT 

Iff ^iffiflf'^ ^ ^ ; 
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*rw: iHT, ^ sftrpm mrr i o-wi ^ Jf ^ ><fV flfrr'Ht ( 4 ) *r PTr^rf^ % 

f¥#f' »fr WT % m fW . Pnji^ wt frsrH 'TfVcni ^ writ ^ arr^ a^k ^ ^ 1^ rr ^ Tt 

TTWtrftf ^ f^- Pirf^ ^WW TTTTT t; 



firr^iTT w mr 

I ^ 2 

3 

4 

5 

1 . ^ 5%vr ftHPT Twr ftrn 

WtTTTWr pTsrtW, 1985 

27-TfTtvTft («T,-srr ) 

«fi tffiT STTJirsi', 

7t. 

fwr 

{^5rtTir) 

Prstm wrf tit tW fim 
Tilmr sift fwn 1 

2 . -<tt- 

-«r^r- 

«(V Tnr^ S^TP" 

fjPTT 

(^3m ^) 

-T^t- 

3 . -«t<r- 

2e-7?7Tf 

!TTtT ^3^, 
f^PTT 

-T^r- 

4 . '■^- 

-rrjy- 

?ftiT 

f^TFTT TT TTCT^ 

' (tttt sr^) 

-Tljt- 

6 . -^-■ 

33 —TiTW»n? 

«fi TftTR' TTF, 

jf WTTre 
(■am !T^) 

-T^- 

#. -•^“ 

-9^r- 

sft tTTT SWT,. 

firm T^TITTSTT 
(wm s^in) 

-T<(t- 

7 . -^~ 

fii-'frrJTT (sT. >srr.) 

if. 2r?. 'SlTt Wipffifi, 
wfpnilat (Tm s^) 

firsfTT TsW TiT fim TST % 
sm mr itftr ?r Ttfitr sff 
Pfst I 


159— 

SWT, 

sV , TfRfV WTT, 
s^ ssnwj^ 

(giPRfi ST^), 
firw rfiisrr 
(ttit s^) 

Prsfirr ssrf TrT?rf. *TTrTTf^?T 

SlftfiflTT 1 

9 . , ~^~ 

299~f^S!iVi; 

(b. Tr.) 

*.ft TrsTflST, 

SIT TTirTTfift', 

'fftr TITTTT 1 
fSTT flRJ^ j 

(7m s^) 


[^, 76/7. sr.-fir. 7./85(l2)] 



[vn^rll—(iii)] 


2S, 1 98 7/^Tnpp 9, 19UH 


New Delhi, the 9 th February, 1987 
ORDER 

O.K 28,—Whereas the Elecijon Commission is s:ai;>ficd 
that each of the contosiing candidate specified in column 
(4) of the Table below al the General Election to the 
Uttar Pradesh Legislative Assembly, 1985 specified in column 
(2) held fiom the constituency specified in colLnnn U) 
against his name has failed to lodge the account of his 
election expenses ius shown in column (5) of the said Table, 
AS required by the Representation of the People /\cl, 1951 
and the Rules made thereunder; 
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And, whereas, the said candidates have either not furnished 
any reason or explanation for the said failure even after 
due notice of the Election Commission or after considering 
the representations made by them, if any, is satisfied that 
they have no good reason or justification for the said 
failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of Section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the persons 
specified in column (4) of the Table below to be disqualified 
for being chosen qs, and for being, a meml^cr of either 
TdoLisc of the Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or 
T,egislalr\e Council of a State for n period of 3 yeais from 
the date of this order. 


TABLE 


SI, Particulars of Election 

No* 

Si. No. & Name of 
Constituency 

'*1 2 

3 

L General Election to the U.P. 
Legislative Assembly, 1985. 

2 7—G a ngefihwa ri (SC) 

2 . -do- 

-do- 

3 . -do- 

29’-13ahjoi 

4 . -do- 

-do- 

5 . -do- 

33^^Moradabad 

6 , -do- 

-do- 

7 , -do- 

61—Powayan (SC) 

8 . -do- 

156—Bakampur 

9 . -do- 

299—Bilhaur (SC) 


Name and a ddress of the Reason of disqualifies tion 

Co ns testing Candidate 

4 ' ^ 

Shri OjTi Prakash, Failed to lodge any account 

Moll- Holiwala Hiranwahi, of election expenses. 

Hasunpur, 

Uistt. Moradabad (U P.) 

Shri'Kajiiider Kumar Balrnikl, -do- 

Moh- Hoj Bhadesra Sarai, 

Teh. Sambhal, 

DisLt, Moradabd (Li^.P.j 
Sliri Madan, 

Vill. Bctla, 

Sambhal, 

Distt. Moradabad (U.P.) 

Shri Som Pal Singh, 

Villt Dooghapur, 

Sambhal, 

Distt, Moradabad (U-P.) 

Shri Go pall Das, 

Katra Piiran Jat, 

Dlstl. Moradabad (U-P.) 

Shri Ram Prasad, 

Katgharblch, 

Distt, Moradabad (U.Pj 
Shri H-iri NandJii Swiroop, 

T 2A Railway Colon), 

Shahjahanpur (U-P.) 

Shri Satendra Prasad, 

Mohalla Motl Sagar, 

(Tulsi Park), 

Post Bakampur, 

Distt, Gouda (U.P.) 

Shri Rara Jeevan, -do- 

Vlll. Chakhardauli, 

Post Majhawan. 

Distt, Kanpur Dchat (U.P.) 


[No. 76/UP.LA/85 (12)J 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


Faibd to lodg;) the account 
witWn the time qnd lu the 
manner. 

Failed to lodge any account o f 
oLcttcn expenses. 


fl. 3 9‘—«pfnT ^ ^tjFT ^ft nm ^ ( 2 ) T nrdrrc'n’ 

PmWn, 1 084 ^ ^ pmr (3) ^ n J (4) ir’sw fq'fhfe: ^ 

1951 tpt brqir't ctttt ( 5 ) ^ if fT4‘?^'T air-ff 

^ ^ wwrftpff ^ ^ ^ 'tv PrTtr qr ?ft wqir ftfqr ^ irr 

im ^ qr, qfr ^ fWqr ?;Ffrq wtm ifr qqr fV qrq ^ 

qrt’q qr^qpfTf^ 
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arWm *fft nm io-«r ^ ^ ^ mv^ % (4) ^ ^^rPmf ipt 

WT ^ 'fl' wr ^mr ftwr ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ nrfV^ ^r ^ im’^TTTffer 

% 'ftfm «RnT ^ I 

TTIT^ 


1 


2 


4 


5 


1 , ^ ^mr % ^nrnr’iT 6 — 

1984 


X 7 7— 

(^.^TT.) 


3 , -^nfr- 


^ Tm ’pnT 
'F^Wt; ' 

^JT’PtT^TT^ 

(^ ^) 

?ft ^niK^ 

(^nr 5m) 

jirrT, 

UT^y, 

f^rrr 

(^ stH) 


Tr «Tn4 ^r^T Trf^T 

^T^ypKf I 


-^- 




[^, 7«/T. JT.-rit. ^r./85(l2)J 

% 

^rrrnn'pWT?: 


ORDER 

O.N. 29,—Whereas the Election Corrsmission is satisfied 
that each of the contesting candidate specified in column 
(4) of the Table below at the General election to the Lok 
Sabha, 1984 as ^cified in column (2J held from the 
constituency specified in column (3) against his name has 
failed to lodge the account of his election expenses as shown 
in column (5) Qf the said Table, as required by the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules made 
thereunder; 

And, whereas, the said candidates have cither not furnish¬ 
ed any reason or explanation for the said failure even after 


due notice of the Election Commission or after considering 
the representations made by them, if any, is satisfied that 
they have no good reason or justification for the said failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of Section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the persons 
specified in column (4) of the Table below to be dis¬ 
qualified for being chosen as, ahd for being, a member 
of cither House of the Parliament or of the IvCgislatlve 
Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period 
of 3 years from the date of this Order. 


SI. Particulars of Election 
No. 


L General Election to the 
Lok Sabha, 1984. 


2. -do- 


3. -do* 


TABLE 


S. Nt. dt Name of 
Constituency 

Name and address of the 
• Contensting Candidate 

Reason of disqualification 

3 

4 

5 

6—Amoroha 

Shxi Ram Kumar Kama!, 
Moh. Ram Nomi, 
Chandausi, 

Distt. Morabdabad, 

Uttar Pradesh. 

Failed to lodge any account of 
election expenses. 

72--Khurja fSC) 

Shri Khajan, 
VilL-Mandawara, 
Shikenderabad, 
Distt-Bulandshahr, 

Uttar Prddesh 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Vi nod Kumar, 

Sarai Dhari, 
Distt-Bulaitdahahr, 

Uttar Pradesh. 

-do- 


iNc, 76/UP-HP/85 (12)1 
By Order, 

SURAJ PARKASH, Under Sccy. 
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- 3(iii)] *nT5rsrr thto:28, 9, 1908 

frif fe?fr. n JP87 

*rT^ 

^ jix. 3o: —Pprf^ imfm' VT HTmmr !fr vn^ (2) rnirm frorr thtt % Pprf^ 

^ pTTt ift ( 3 ) if ^ gm ( 4 ) ^ ^ 3 ^ irm PrfWr^ fWm 

^rRrf^nm, 1 D5 i w n^frr ipr 5Tn -3:rpT r(Mx\ ^ (5) ^f' ^ OTJf?rT if ^ Pt'i’Nit «rr ^ 

if T^T ^ ; 

Wk ^ ^ ftF ^ TT iff ^ 'trwRT % ^TT ffr *Ff# «mT %t §■ in* 

^nr frr tfcr in^TT^'f qr, ?Tf^ itik ^ ^TRtir *pt ^phhr iptt t Prr qr^r ’M^Mar % firr 

Ttf qq^T fT^ qr ^ ; 

’ 0 ^:, OT, f^p^kR OTfR ^ irRrPm qff etrt 1 0 ’-*f % if Hrnjff ^ fwr ( 4 ) if fiffHfe ^rftrrm ^ 

^ ^ ^ m Tf^lm rm ^ ^ PmR ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^rr^ ?r ?fW 

^ qp^TTorfiT ^ ^fyppT qrr^ ^ I 




iTTPift’ 


'PT *PT f«™ro| 

tflff ^ Tf. 

fiTJ(f-r'T ^ ^TRl^ff 'PT 



sfk ^ 

*rw sft^ 'WT 


200 - tiTOTw ftarw wmt % Ih't 

89—qnfOTRtr 

■ifr 

krr frftr airr ^ 

WWTT“I ffRf'T^T, 198 5 


iiPT ^rnrwOT, 

oftr % ^rftTFT 



3101^ HI ^n^rrpT, 
fji^T f^j 

^ flw wr 1 

201 . -^t- 

97 —) 

<ifr 'TT«r yjTTf^, 

!fT^ ppfnpp-, 

*rr# ff, 30, ^ sfy, 
olpfl', f^lW TWOTj 
»ft5rft-7fil021 


202 - -^- 

10 5 —mp?PT 

(fr ftr^TT rm ii<R, 

^*Fff «FT ^ 




^ OT^FT TO* if 



si'll(ll-TT ?rT¥ ’T^T^, 




(ptrarff) 


203. -Tl^- 

1 06—Hftmrt 

Sift SRIT^ 5 ^ 

?lWft SRPT, TTf 3, 

ffl wnr, TTRiR 


204. -IT^- 

106—Tfbrkt 

UTTi^ ulnkfj 


205. -^- 

10 6 -r—^fpTTTf 

>it ifinM ^ srnr, 

iT^rnr 

fimrr ftprornr, 

^ Wiritm ftfir ?r 

^rftPT wn:^ ^f r^jr \ 


[#. 76l%m^lQ6] 


New Delhi, the 9th February, 1987 
ORDER 

O. N-..30.:—Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that each of the contesting eanUdates sp-^cifled in 

column (4) of the Table below at the election to the Legislative Assembly of Assam as specified In column (2) and held from the 
constituency specified in column (3) against his nann has failed to lodg5 an account of his election expenses as show in column (5) 
of the said Table as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules made thereunder; 

And, whereas, the said candidates have cither not furnished any reason or explanaticn of the said failure even after due 
notice of the Election CemroiasionjRafter considering the representations made by them, if any, is satisfied that they have no good 
renson or justification for the said failutc; 
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Now therefore in pursuance of section lOA cf tb -nid Act the Election Comirission hereby dclcares the persons specified 
in column (4) of the Tabic b'dow tc be disqualiticcl for bcinj^ chosen as and for being a.member of cither House of the Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Counf^il a State for a period of 3 years Iron the date of this order. 


TABLE 


SI, Particulnrs of election 

No. 

No, and Njiu'C of 
const! Luc nev 

Name of the coideslin^' 
candidate 

Peoson f( r disqualification. 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

200. General Election to tho 
Legislative Assembly of 
Assam, 1933. 

89—Ktilittbor 

Shri N\rendra Chandra 
Barmin 

Village Lakhanabandha 

P. 0 . Ambnftoan 

District Nag ion Assanv 

Account not lodged within the 
time and in the minner 
required b> law. 

20L -do- 

97—Dergaon fSC) 

Shri Birendra Nath FTazarika 
Bamanimtidan 

Lakhinagir 

Ward N'^ 30» 

Siib-Dividion Gauha^i, 

District Kamrup, 
Gaiihati-78102L 

-do- 

202 . -do- 

105—Mahmara 

Shri Kshirod Faj Konwar, 

San> Mithurapar T.E., 

P. 0 . Saru Mathurapur. 

District Sibsagar, 

Assam. 

Failed to lodge any account 
of his election expenses. 

20J. -do- 

106—Sonari 

Shri Ahab Hussain, 

Sonari Town 

Ward Nc. 3-, 

P, 0 . Sonari, 

District Sibsagar, 

Assam- 

-do- 

204. -do- 

106—Sonar 1 

Shri D^ba Pliukun, 

Towkak TE., 

P. 0 . Sonari, 

District Sibsagar, 

Assam. 

-do- 

205. -do- 

106 —Sonar 1 

Shri Go pal Chtndra Bagh, 
Borhat T.E., 

P. 0. Borthat, 

District SibsagOr, 

Assam. 

Failed to lodge the account 
in the m inner requited by 
law. 


(No. 76/AS/86] 


9 i987 

31 -—■ id mV I ®f>l n^TUJFT ?T ^PTT ^ ^ Ml ^ ( 2 ) if WT fVmn HtTT ^ 

^ (3) t Whrt ^ ^ ^ 4 ) ^ trt 

^ 19 51 tT^TT fimf ynr ^ ( s) ^ t wnff 
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ORDER 

O* N. 31 Whereas the Election Commission Is satisfied that each of the contesting candidates specified in column 
f4) of the Tabic below at the election to tho Bihar Legislative Assembly Byo-cloctlons as specified in columi (2) and held from 
the constituency specified ir column (3) against his name has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses or failed to lodge 
the acccunt within the time and or in the manner, as shown in column (5) of the said Table as required by the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951 and IbeRuIesmade thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidates have cither pot fiimishcd any rcasc n or explanation for th^ said failure oven aficr due 
notice or the Election Commission, after considering the representations m^dc by them, if any is satisfied that they have no good 
reason or justification for the said failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of scctioi lOA of the said Act, the Election Coran Isslon hereby declares the persons specified 
in column (4) of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen ns, and for being a member of either H^nse of th;; P ;rli ira::nt 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State/Unlon Territory for a period of 3 years from the date of this 
order. 

TABLE 


SL Pirtlculars of election S* No. and Name of ths Name and Address of the Reason for disqualifi::ition 

>fo, Parliamentary/Asscnibly constcstlng candidate 


Constituency, . 

I 2 

3 

4 

5 

1. Byc-clectic m to Bihar 
Legislative AsserabIy-1985 

111 —Kishanpur 

Shri Venodanand Jha, 

Vill - P‘0. Banainia, . 

Dlst. Saharsa, 

Bihar. 

Account of election expenses 
not lodgjd. 

2 . -do- 

-do- 

Shrl Shiv Narain Mondal, 
VIU. Achalpur, 

P. O. Mihadeo Asthpn, 

Dist. Saharsa, 

Bihar. 

-do- 

3. General Elections to Bihar 
Legislative Assembly, 1985 

165—Pirpanty 

Shri Anant Lai Mipdal, 

Vill. Ranlpur, 

P. O. Lagm'ihat, 

ColgDng, 

Bhagalpur, Bihar, 

-do- , 

4. -do- 

rdO- 

Shri Ram Lakhan Tanti, 

Vill. Sunderpur, 

P. O. Pirpaitf, 

Bhagalpur, 

Bihar, 

.-drt- 

3. -dc- 

16^Kahalgaon 

Shri Bal Mukuod Sah, 

At-Choudbarltola, 

Kahalyaon, 

Bihsr. 

-do- 

6 . “do- 

•do- 

Shli Basudeo Pd. Sah, 

At-P,0, Murhan, 

Bhagalpur (Bihar), 

-do- 

7 . -do- 

167—Nathnigar 

Shi’l Arun Kumar, 

Vill. Baria, 

P* O. Shankarpur, 

-do- 


^hagalpur (Bihar), 
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3 

4 

5 

8 * General Elections to Bihar 
Legislative Assembly-1985 

15t—No thnagar 

Shrl Panchanand Thakur, 

Vill. Darpa, 
p. 0 . Rupsa, 

Bhagalpur (Bihar) 

Account of election expenses 
not lodged. 

1 

0 

■ 

-do- 

ShriPatwari Mandal, 
Habibpur, 

Bhagalpur 

-do- 

10 - •40' 

-do- 

Shri Rajendra Prasad Mandol, 
Vill. Raghopur, 

P, 0 . Haridaspur, 

Bhagalpur (Bihar) 

-do* 

11 . ^do- 

••do- 

Shri Ram Naresh Pd. Singh, 
Biniodh, Sabono, 

Bhagalpur (Bihar) 

-do- 

12 . -do- 

-do- 

Shri Halim Alias 

Vill. Baluachak, 

P. 0 . Puraini, 

Bhagalpur (Bihar) 

*do- 

13. -do- 

168—^Bhagalpur 

Shri Udai Shankar Vcmn, 

Vill. KocriTola, 

P. Ot HaWbpur, 

Bhagalpur (Bihar) 

-do- 

14. -do- 

-do- 

Shri Mahabir LaJ, 

Vill. P. 0 . Sabour, 

Bhagalpur, 

Bihar. 

-do* 

15. -do* 

*da* 

Shri Ram Nnraln Sah, 
Vill-P.O. Jadishpur, 

Bhagalpur (Bihar) 

-do- 

16- -do* 

169—Oopalpur 

Shri Chiranjibi Ral, 

Vill-P, 0 . Karari, 

Taitanya, 

Bhagalpur (Bihar) 

-do- 

17. -do- 

170—BibPur 

Shri Bedanand Kumar, 

Vill-P. 0 . Sonbarsa, 

P. S. Bihpur, 

Dist. Bhagalpur (Bihar) 

-do- 

18. -do- 

-do* 

Prof. Uma Kant S|iarma» 

Vill. Amarpur, 

P. 0 , Babhangama^ 

P. S. Bihpur, 

Dist, Bhagalpur, 

Bihar. 

-do- 

19. -do- 

171—SultanganifSC) 

Shri Gorverdhan RajaV, 

Vill. Purani Durga, 

Asthan, 

Sultanganjt 

P. S. Sultar^^anj, 

Bhagalpur (Bihar) 

*do- 

20 . -do- 

-do- 

Shri Laxmi Kant Manjhl, 

Vill, Sadhpur, 

P. 0 , Pachruklll Bazar, 
Bhagalpur (Bihar) 

-do- 

21 . -do- 

172—*Ajn*Jpur 

Shri Prakash Kumar Yadav 
Vill. Rampw, 

F, 0 . Kathel, 

Dist. Bhagalpur (Bihar) 

-do- 
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22. General Elections to Bihar 
Legislative Asscmbly-1985. 

174'^Banka 


Shri Sita Ram Singh, 

ViJl. Khiddi, 

P, 0 . Vijayliat, 

Dist. Bhagalpur (Bifiar) 

Account of election expenses 
not lodged. 

23. -do- 

175—Bclhar 


Shri Nivamull Mian, 

Vill. Ghospiara, 

P. 0 . Bagmata, 

Bhagalpur (Bihar) 

-do- 


24. -do- 

-do- 


Shri Ramdeo Shurmi, 
Vill-P> 0, Khescr, 
Bhagalppr (Bifiar) 

-do- 


25. -do- 

-do- 


Shri Salidco Pandit, 

Viii- Basaulhi, 

P. 0 . Bara, 

Bhagalpur (Bihar) ' 

, -do- 
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New Delhi, the 16th Feb^laT^^ 1987 

0,N. 32.^In pnnuance of section 106 of the Repre¬ 
sentation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), Uie Election 
Commission hereby pubi’tshes the judgetnent and Order 
dated 24-1-37 of the Gnuhati Hiijh Court, Imphal Rench, 
in Election Petition No. 1/1 of 1984. 

[No. 82/MR/1/1I84J 
By Order, 

S. a PERSHAD, Under Secy, 

IN THE GAUHATl HIGH C:OlJRT 

(HIGH COURT OF .vSSAM. NAGALAND. 
MEGHALAYA, MANIPUR & TRIPURA) 

imphal bench 

By Notification No. 318/84(101 dated 12-3-84 
Tha Election Commissioii of India trailed upon the Members 
of the Election Petition No. 1/j of 1984 

Tholdlom Achouba Sipgh - < Petitioner. 

Vg. 

Rajkumar Jaiehandra Singh 

and Ors, .. RgfiDondenti 

PRESENT: 

The Hon’Me Justice T. C. Das 

For the Petitioner—Mr. C. Komal Singh, Mr. R. Kumar 
Singh and Mr. A, Chaoba Singh, Advocates, 

For the Respondents—^Mr. TIi. Priyaiianda Singh Mr. 
R. K. Saratchandra SinUa, Mr. S. LnfchiLania Singh' 
and Mr- B. K. Sanr?a, Advocates. 

Oftte of Judgment and Older : 

JUDGMENT & ORDER 

Bv Notification No 318/84(1B) dated 12-3-84 the Elec¬ 
tion Commiwion of India called upon the Members of the 
Maniimr Legislative Assembly to elect one member to the 


[No. /6/BR^LA (85)] 
S.D- PER5HAL), Und.r yecy. 

Council of States. Accardingly 19th day of March, 1984 
was notiliCil as the las: dare for siibnussiua of noiniaatiort, 
20ih March, 1984 for the sciutiny ol nomaiation, 22ud 
March. 1984 us the last datt; for withdrawal of ttiC candi¬ 
dature, 29 111 Maich, 1984 as Uie dale of poh’ luid 31sl 
March, J984 as the date bcf<ae which the whole process of 
eloci]on to be completed. Jn consultation with the 

Govciomcnt of Manipur, ihc respondent No. 4 was appoint- 
t^d uy the Election Com'inission of India as Retuininjz OftE 
cer for the said election. Bv a notification, the Election 
Commission also desiEiiated the Deputy Secretary, Manipur 
Legislative Assembly as the Assistant Return ini? Ofiicer U> 
assist the Rctuining Offllccr, respondent. No. 4. Ihe relevant 
notification w'as accordingly published in the Manipi^r Gazette 
on March 12, 1984 by the Chief Election Olfiwer, Manipur. 
By notification No. l/2(9)/844Perl) dated 12-3-84, the 
Rotinning Olliccr no'.iiicd th^t the nomination papers may 
be delivered to the Returning Ofirccr or to the Assistant Re¬ 
luming QUBccr ill the Assembly Sccrclariate, Imphal between 
11 A.M. and 3 P.M. on any dnic other than a public holiday 
mid not later than J9th March, J984. 

2 . It iji stated by the election petitioner in hi.s petition that 
the Government Manipur in c;corcise of the powers 
conferred by explanation to Section 25 of the Negotiable 
Instruments Act. J981 read vvith the Government of India, 
Ministry of Home Affoirp jiotiticution No. 21/iK/72Judl, 
dated 27-4-72, published the lists of holidays for general 
information through gazette notircation dated 14-12-83 
annexed as Appendix-1 and Appendix-ll declaring: general 
hofidays and also puElic ho lid ays for the calendar year, 
1984. According to the petiUoncr, 19tb March, 1984 was 
declared as General Holidav as per Appcndix-I as w^ell as 
a Public Holiday as per Appendux-II of the said notification 
(Ext. P/1). But the respondent Nos. 1, 2 and 3 submitted 
their nonr?!nations on 19th Match, 84. Tile petitioner, how¬ 
ever, submitted his nomination on- 16-3-84 to the Returning 
Officer who accepted the same without ohiection. 7 he peti¬ 
tioner in his petition has further stated that 19-3-84 which 
was the last date for submission of nomination papers wup 
General Holiday as well as a Public Holiday and as such 
no nomination papers could have beon presented by res¬ 
pondent Nos. 1, 2 and 3 cither on 19-3-84 Or on 20-3-84. 
It is stated by the petitioner that the acceptance of nomi¬ 
nation pap;;rs of Respondent Nos. I, 2 and 3 by respondent 
No. 4, (the Returning Officer) 1$ contrary to and against 
the provisiorrs of the Proviso to sub section (1) of SccMon 
33 of the Representotion of the people Act, 1951 (for short, 
*tho R. P. Act’). On 2t>'3'S4 the nomination papers were 
taken up for semttny by the Returning Officer and on the 
said date the proposer of the petitioner raised objection foi* 
fi'iceptonce of nominatu^n panor^^ of respondent nos, 1, 2 and 
3 and pleaded for rejection of those nomination papery 
having filed contrary to the mendatory provisions of Sec¬ 
tion 33 of the E. P. Act. It is further stated by the peti¬ 
tioner that the Returning Officer, respondent no. 4 turned 
down the objection and ificgaJl>' accepted the nomiafion 
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puperfj ol respondcilt Nos. 1, 2 tind 3. The respondent No. 
3,_ however, withdrev/ Trotn his candidnturt? and as sucl; the 
RcUuniiig Officer pubhshed the names of the petitioners and 
Respondent Nos. I and 2 to be conicslin^^r uandidaiea foj* ihc 
said election us l’eqoilt^d by Rule J1 ol the Conduct of 
Blcction Rules, 1901 I hci-einaftcr called ‘the Rules’). Jifitr 
poll was held on 29-3-84, the Returning Officer declared 
respondent No. 1 as duly elected to lill up the seat in the 
Council of Stales us he obtained the mujbiUv of votes 
polled in this bclialf. The petitioner being aggrieved by 
^the said declaration of the icsull and dcclarinu the respon¬ 
dent No. 1 to be duly elected ns a nieniber ol Council of 
States, has challenged the result in hig el'ectlon petition. 
The peiiuuncr has prayed that the result declaring regpun^ 
dent No. 1 as duly elected, as merrjber of Council of Slates 
may be declared invalid due lo improper ucceptnneo of th« 
nomination papc:s of respondent Nos. 1 and 2 and Iho 
poiitioncr shouLf be declnicd elected ns a member of the 
Council’ of States as an iincontesled candklnte. 

3. The respondent Nos. 1 and 4 filed their separate writ¬ 
ten statcmcnis and contcslcd the election pcntion wjiile 
denying the coivcntions raised by the petitioner, llic res- 
p^-ndents contended, that the Government ol MunipL.s’ by 
issuing a notificaiion on 16-3-84, modified lh| list Of general 
holidays published earlier with respect u> 19-3-84 whicn was 
dec luted, a.s a gencial holiday as per earlier notification. By 
ib.i said nolificaiiun dated 16-?;-84, the Government of Manb 
pir deefared 2(tth Marcli, 1984 as a general holiday instead 
of 19-3-84. U has been denied by the respondent No. 4 
10 Tt the nominal ion papers weie sub mil led by respondent 
Nas. (, 2 and 3 on the day which declared .u a genc^ 
nd holiday and that their nomination papers were impio- 
pciiy accepted. It has been further pleaded that the dates 
as regards filinn of nomination papers, sciutiny, withdrawal 
Ol nomination pL.pers, the date oi poll and the dale of cont- 
i'l'"Woxi the eleeliuti weje all noufied by^ the E/cction Com¬ 
mission of India and no i^ljch date ns notified fell on pub¬ 
lic holidays iipd t(iere cannot be any queshon of improper 
acceptance of nomination paperR of Respondent Nos. 1, 2 

and 3 by Respondent No. 4. ll has been plc..dcd by rcs- 
pciidciH No. 1 that he having received maximum number 
of votes iij his favour, he vvas declared elected, The i os- 
pendents have prayed lor dismissal of the elcctiun petition. 
On this aforesaid ground as raised by ihe ei'ection petitioner 
in this election solitary potitldn anj on the basis of the 
pleadmgs of the partiCj, the fqllowing issues were struck. 

‘i. Whether 19-3-84 wtis a holiday^’ within the 

meaninc! s>f the puivi^o to sub-section (1) of Sec¬ 
tion 33 of the Repicscutation of the People Act, 
1951? 

2. Whether the nominuliun papers of respondents 1, 2 
and 3 were improperly accepted by renpondent 
No. 4? 

3 Wltethcr the election of respondent No, 1 has been 
materially affected ixs a result of "improper accep* 
taricc*' of Ihe nomination paper ? and 

4. To what iclicf is the election, petitioner entitled 

T he pclilioncr liafi examined himself and two ob^cr witnesses 
4 n support of his contention. From the analysis of above issues 
it appears that the only contest as raised by the petitioner 
in this election petition boils down lo a single point for 
consideration as to whether 19-3-84 was declared as a "‘holi¬ 
day” and the nomination papers of respondent _NCts. 1 , 2 & 
3 were improperly accepted which has materially affected 
the result of the election. 

After closuic of the evidence and on heaiina the leaincd 
counsel of the parties the issues were lefcrrcd to the follow¬ 
ing effect : 

fl) whether 19-3-84 was a “general holiday within the 
meaning of the proviso to sub-seciion Cl) of sec¬ 
tion 33 of the Representation of the People Act, 
1951 and whether the "general holiday" was treat¬ 
ed us a “public holiday" withJn the meaning of 
the said provislona of the R. P. Act? 


( 2 ) whether nomination jpapenj of rcBpondoDt New. 1« 
2 & 3 were improperly accepted by respondent No. 
4 ? 

(3) whether the result of the election of the petitioner 
has been malerially affected a« a rosoft of the im¬ 
proper acceptance Of nomination papers of respon¬ 
dent Nos, 1 and 2 . 

(4) To what relief the election petitioner Is entitled to ? 

5. Before taking up the issues in the light of the evidence 
on record it would be appropriate to refer to relevant anne- 
xurcs which arc annexed to the petition of the election peti¬ 
tioner. Anncxure-1 is the notification issued from the Mani- 
pui‘ Legislative Assembly Secretariat under notificaiion No. 
Il2(9) l84jjLA(Part) dated 12th March, 1984. The said noti¬ 
fication invited the n,oinination papers of the intended candi¬ 
date to contest the eicedon of member to 
the Council of States by the elected members of thp Mam« 
pur Legislative Assembly, It was further informed that the 
nomination papers might be delivered by a candidate or hi» 
proposer to the Returning Officer or is the Deputy Secretary, 
Manipur T.t-gislative AJ/sembly, A;g 8 istaDt Returning Officer 
at the As^Liijbly Secretariat Imphal between 11 A.M. on any 
day (other than public holiday) not later than 19th March, 
1984, The date of semtiny was fixed on 20-3-84 at II 
A.M. and the date of withdrawal was fixed on 22-3-84 
w'iicreas Ibc date of poll was fixed on 29-3-84 between 10 
A.M, anti 2 F.M. in the Committee Room of the Mani- 
pui Legislative Assembly. Imphal Expt. 9|1 is the orderj 
notification dated 21-11-83 issued by the Government of 
Manipur publishing, the list of the general holiday for the 
y[atc for die year 1984,vide Appcndix-I of the said order 
and in exercise of the power conferred by the explanation 
to Section 25 of iho Negotiable Instrument Aett 1891 read 
with Goveru ment of India, Ministry of Home Affairs notl- 
ficaiion No. 21-18-72-Judl. dated 27-4-72 the Government of 
Manipur declared the list of piiblic holidays for the year 
1984 HR specified in Appendix-IT of the said order. On peru¬ 
sal of Exhibit P |1 it appears that the list of holidays for 
ihe year 1984 was published by the Government of Mani¬ 
pur under I wo categories. One being list of "genf'ral holi¬ 
days" and the Other list of "public holidays” which was 
issued Ncpruatoly in exercise of the powers conferred by ex¬ 
planation to Section 25 of the N.I. Act, In Appcndix-I 
which contnlncd the general holidays’ list, it appears that 
19th March, 1984 was declared ns general holid ly on 
account of Doljatra TYaosang), Annexure-AjS to the peti¬ 
tion relates to another Older]notification of the Government 
of Manipur. Imphal dated 16th March, 1984. The said order 
runs as folJow'S : 

"In partial modification of this Department order of 
even number dated 21-11-83, the Government of 
Manipur pleased to declare lhat the 19th March, 
1984 29 Phalguna 17 Lamda, Mon Jay appearing 
at Si. No. 3 oLthe Appendlx-I thereto Bhall not bo 
a General Holiday. 

2 , The Governor of Manipur is further pleased to declare 
2 iith March, 1984 30 Phalguna 18 Lamda, Tuesday 
as General Holi*,lay in place - of 19th Mai eh, 1984 
29 Phalguna 17 Lamda, Monday." 

6 . Annexure-A|4 is the impugned order of the Returning Ofil- 
cei Manipur dated 201 h March, 1984. The said order relat¬ 
ed to the ncceptanco of all the four nomination, papers as 
valid. Annexure-A|5 to the petition is the decimation of 
the election result by the Returning Officer on 29th March, 
1984 declaring the respondent No. 1 Shri Rajkumar Jai- 
cliandra Siruffi to be duly elected member to the Council of 
Stales for the Legislative Assembly, Manipur. 

7. It is well known that an election dispute is not like 
an Oldinary list between private parties. A free and fair 
election biased on UnivorRal Adult Franchise is the basic, 
fhe regulntory procedure for the function and distribution of 
Legislative, executive and judicative roles in the tot?l scheme 
directed towards holding of free election The courts while 
adjudicating upon election, controversies must come to the 
concluflion that the refiult of the election w^as materially 
afl^ected on any of the giaimds au narrated in the Roprefcn* 
talion Ihe People Act^ 
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by the candidate and by an elector of the con.'i- 
liEiienoy as proposer* 


fi. Mr. Komol Singh, learned Counsel for the election 
petitioner has submitted that Issue No. 1 if decided would 
cover Issue No. 2 a»d 3 and in the alternative, issue No. 1 
is the decisive factor to cover Issue Nos. 2 and 3. Rel'er- 
ing to the list of ‘Public Holiday’ the learned counsel has 
submitted that the Central Government alone has the autho¬ 
rity under Section 25 of the N.I. Act to declare the list of 
Public Holidays. Therefore, decimation of public holiday by 
the State Government is subject to delegation of power or 
authorlsn ion by die Central OovcTTimcnt. According to 
the learned counsel, public holiday already declared could 
not changed by the State Govemment without any autho¬ 
rity obt.dned from the CoiUnjl Gt)vernnicnt or without any 
such delegation of power or authorisation by the Central 
Government. Refemng to Appcndix-ll of Ext. Pj! the learn¬ 
ed counrcl has submitted that for puhhshing this notification 
relating to public holiday, the State Government was autho¬ 
rised by the Central Government to publish tbfe list of pub¬ 
lic holidays* But the Slate Government could not change the 
list of public holidays as no such authorisation from the 
Central Government was obtained. Referring to Appendix-\I 
of Exhibit P[l, the learned Counsel has submitted that there 
WQfl insenion of words “BanJes only'* but in Appendix-! it 
was not fjo and there should be hfurmonius reading of Appen¬ 
dix-1 and App^ndix-IT. Refetrii^tr to Anne\ure-R/1 the Tcarncd 
counsel has submitted that there is no mention of “public 
holiday” In Annexure-R|l. Annexure-R|l is meant only for 
adminiatritive offices nt Delhi and New' Delhi during 1^84. 
The contention of the learned counsel for the election peti¬ 
tioner is that the Flection Commission was bound to follow 
the list bolidnvs as per Annexnre R/I* The Flection Com¬ 
mission of TVfanipur can only follow the procedure and nfies 
and if there was illegal acceptance oC nominntion pMiners, 
those can not be accepted as valid. Hence, tha petitioner 
should be declared as duly elected under Section 53(2) of 
the R* P, Act, 

9, In reply, Mr, Th, Priyanandn Singh. Jcained counsel for 
the respondent has submitted that burden lies on the peti¬ 
tioner to show that 19-3-84 was a public hoUdnv. The Elec¬ 
tion Commission which was appointed by the Election 
Commission of India. New Delhi should follow the list of 
holidays published by Central Govemmf'nt. It Is further 
submitted bv th© learned coun.sel that 19-3-84 vas not a 
"public holiday” but was declared as a “general holiday” 
for the State of Manipur which was .sulTsequentlv shifted to 
next day by another notification. In case of ‘‘General Holi¬ 
day” the Government 6 f Manipur bps the power to revoke 
the earlier order and t’o shift the General Holiday under 
Section 21 of the General Clauses Act as per need of the 
public. Rut the state has no power to declare a list of 
public holiday under N-T Act as no power can be delegat¬ 
ed to them but to follow instruction of the Central Gov¬ 
ernment. But In case of decUu-nllon of general holiday, the 
State Government may declare a General Or Restricted holi¬ 
day oa per need of the public. 

10, According to th© learned counsel for the respondent. 

19- 3-84 was declared as a general holiday and the same not 
being a public holiday, the date could bo chanted accord¬ 
ing to the need of the people and as such fi' vas shifted to . 

20- 3-84 by subsequent notification* 

n. Prom tbe above trend of th© argument as Advanced 
by th© learned counsel of both the parties, it appears that 
the real controversy In this election petition is relating To 
the ‘^public holiday” and ^'General Holiday” incorpo¬ 
rated In Issue No. 1* Before travelling to consider the con¬ 
tention of the learned coun.sel of the parties relating to 
the point at issue, let me tak<^ up the relevant provisions^ of 
the Representation of the People Act, 1951. Section 33(1),’ 
of tb© Aot runs as follows ; 


‘''33. Presentation of nomination paper nnd requirements 
for a valid nomination,—(I) On or b'^fore the date 
appointed under clause (n) of aectalon 30 each candid 
shall, either in person or by his pioposer. bel- 
the hours of eleven O’clock in the forenoon 
three (')k:lock in -the nfternocm deliver to. fh? 
returning officer ^t the place specified in this behalf 
in the notice issire^ under31 a-nomfoadon 
paper coi»pIcffi!d m md pmrcrfBfed ’ form and 1?IgricW 


IPjQvidcd lhat no nomination paper sliall be deliveicd 
to the returning officer on n day vyhich i« a pub¬ 
lic holidnyl 

Section 2 (h) defines the Public Holiday : 

“Public Holiday” means apy day which is a public holi¬ 
day for the purposes of Section 25 of the Negoii- 
nble Insiruiiicnts Act, 1881 (26 of 1881).” 

The term ‘General Holiday’ has not been defined in the 
Act. Tliereforc, it is clear that the Act tmlv Josciibos (h- 
meaning of Public Holiday which is declared by the com¬ 
petent Go\^‘i’nment under the provision^j of Section 25 of 
the NT. Al'[. T!ic other category of holiday which h known 
a.y General Holiday docs not cumc within the purview of 
section 25 of (he N,T. Act. List of Public Holidays ns it re¬ 
veals from the notification vide exhibit P /1 containing Ap- 
endix-ir, v^’as published in exercise of the powers confericJ 
y explanation to Section 25 of'the N.I. Act. It includes abo 
the Bank Holidays. The list of general holidays ahd restricted 
holidays aio published by the State Govcinmont according 
to the publ/c need to observe holidays by the public or Ivy 
a section of the society according to their need, social cus- 
tom.s and traditions followed from time imme.norniL There¬ 
fore, the list of general holidays for the public in a paili- 
cular state or for a section of people of rliat jUitc notified 
earlier con b© changed Os per prevailing circoaislanccs a”d 
the need. The list of general holidays as also can be altered 
On the basis of the public festival which ar^ usiiaDV done 
by the State Government according to the need of the people 
to observe a particular festival. But in case of the bf't 
of “public holidays” a;- publishctl in exercise of the powders 
conferred by the explanation to Section 25 of the N.I. Act 
is entirely dififerenf from that t^f the list of general holidays 
published by the Stale Government. 

12. Let TUc now take up Issue Nos. l & 2 togeiher which 
are inter-connected. 

Issue Nos. 1 & 2 : . 

The evidence of the petitioner^ witnesses arc mosilv on 
'the basis of the documents produced by die petitioner in. 
the'case. Therefore, the evidence of witnesses are also con¬ 
sidered in tho light of the document on record relating to 
the point at issue. 

It ia an admitted fact that bv earlier notification dated 
21st November, 1983, the list of general holidays was piib- 
lished by the Government of Manipur which shows that 19th 
March, 1984 was declared Q'j general holid.ny foi* th© 
state due to Doliafra. However, .subsequently by order dated 
16ih March, 1984, tJoi^ notification of the ycnernl holidays 
published on 2L11-83 was modified in re.spect of holiday 
on 19th March, 1984 and the holiday \Yas altered from J9lh 
March, 1984 to 20lh March, 1984. This fact, is clear 
from Annexune A/3 to the petition. As observed earlier, the 
State Go''crnnient enn change the list of holidays according 
to public need. Jt was felt by the Goi'ernmcnt that the achval 
ob^ervanc*^ of hofiday ought to have I'veen on 2f>th March, 1984. 
Instead of 19th March, 1984 according to the public need 
and in that view of the matter the partial modification wni 
made to alter the holiday from 19th March, 1984 to 20(h 
March, 1984 by the subsequent notification andfor order 
dated 16th March, 1984. If that be the position, 19th March, 
1984 was not a general holiday as submitted by the learned 
counsel for the respondent No. 1. Admifedly th© 
nomination pa^er of the resnondent No. t Rajkumar 
Jaichandm Singh was fifed otJ 19-3-84 on which date nomi¬ 
nal nn papers of respondent Nos. 2 and 3 wci© also stib- 
rnh^cU to h_^e Reluming Officer But the notninatlop -paper 
of (he elei.'fton petitioner wns filed on 16-3-84. Op 20-3-84 
Shr^ Pli, Pa'ijaf Singh who was the proposer of the peti¬ 
tioner submitted a petition To the Retnrnincr Officer statin? 
thnf fbe nomination papery of respondent Nop. 1 , 2 and 3 
'■houh'i be rciectcd thev w'ere filed on 19-3-84 which w'ns 
a public holidav. At the (imp of scnitiny of th© nomitn- 
tfop pa LX? s fh - Rehirnm^r Offic'e!* 'coi^sid^red thr vethion. 
he-^/d the lerTnej coimsel of Ph Panint Sinvh huf found 
jIku, as, the Government, of Manipur .subsequently declared 
■M[tVch, T984''as ’''holidny" instead of J9tE 
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March, 1984, the subitussioa of ail the noniination paperis 
on I9th March, 1984 were valid as the same did not con- 
travence the provisions of Section 33 of the R.P. Act. The 
Returning Officer also found that the Government offices in 
the State of Manipur observed holiday on 20th March, 1984 
instead of 19th March, 1984 as ‘general holiday’ and as 
such the candidates were entitled to submit their nonr^ma- 
tion papers on 19th March, 1984. The learned Returning 
Oifficer also observed that even if 19th March. 1984 was 
declared as a general holiday! by virtue of earlier notifica¬ 
tion, the Ret urn in g Officer was not boivTid tq follow’ the 
holiday list of the Governmeiit of Manipur as the office of 
the Returning Officer was functioning under the Election 
Commission of India which is bound to follow the list of 
“public holidays” issued by the Government of India, The 
learned Returning Officer, therefore, accepted all the nomi^ 
nation papers on the ground that they were ah’ validly sub^ 
mitted nominations without any contravention of the pro¬ 
visions of law as laid down under Section 33(1) of the R.P. 
Act. Though 1 he teamed counsel for the petitioner ha^? 
laid much stress on both the lists of holidays as contained 
in Appendix-I and Appendix-)! of the notification published 
on 21st November, 1983, it would not be possible to ignore 
the subsequent notification issued by the Government of 
Manipur on 16th March, 1984 whereby the date of holi¬ 
day was allered from 19th March to 20th March, 1984 to 
be observed by the public of Manipur as “general holiday” 
on account of Doljatra. It is, therefore, seen that the gene¬ 
ral holidays and rublic holidays are of distinct character 
and are different t om each ether. The Relurninir Office 
was therefore, correct in holdimr that all the nomination 


papers of respondent Nos. 1, 2 and 3 were valid. Therefore, 
it appears that the submissiGn Of nomination papers Of res¬ 
pondent Nos. 1, 2 and 3 on 19th March, 1984 did not 
contrevene the provisions of Seciion 33(1) of the R.P, Act 
and they were properly accepted by respondent No 4. The 
issue Nos. ] and 2 are accorclingi'y decided against the 
election petitioner. 

Issue No. 3:., 

The decision 'on issue Nos. 1 and 2 are sufficient to 

hold that the result of election has not been materisdiy 
affected due to acceptance of nomination pa|«ns of res 
dent Nos. 1, 2 and 3, Moreover, the election petitioner has 
not been able to show by any materM evidence either 
or documentary that the result of the election of the peti* 
tioner has been materiairy affected and unlesa it is shoEwa 
by the petitioner that m fact, the result of the dection 
has materially affected the petitioner, the petitioneir cannot 
get any reiief in this petition. Therefore, issue No, 3 is 
also decided against the petitioner 

Issue No. 4 : 

In view of the decision of the aforesaid issue against the 
petitioner, he is not entitled to any relief in this efectioti 
peTtion. The petition is, therefore, dismissed with a nomb 
nal cost of Rs. 300. The petitioner shall pay the ameunt 
of Rs. 3 do to respondent No. 1 which may be adjusted 
from his secunty deposit. 

(Sd/-) T. C. DAS, Judge 
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